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The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authortty to enforce pollae mbmng
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are hkegw ing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve ublic interest.

| urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
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PARENT | oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
TELEVI{;sION vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve th icinterest.
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1 urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow mganoadcast of expletives and
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Public Comment: Fcc Proceeding 13-86

I oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The Fcc must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy wi ;gd not serve the public interest,

| urge the FCC to reject all proposalsfist “%mé) allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC's authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be,in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not }sgrgqﬂ@@ﬁ ic interest.
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_ lurge the FCC to reject all proposals that would al‘l&@?g\r the bro t of expletives and

nudity on FCC-licensed stations. JUL 10
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC ind?m;y standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, everl rﬂeﬁ@ﬂﬂaeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the F(}t@e\mi to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when ¢ ikely to be in the viewing or

listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

1 urge the FCCto reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.
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| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to

_ vigorously oppose ALL indecent content, even if brief or "fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the FCC’s authority to enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current policy would not serve the public interest.

I urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allowggégﬁ}gabroadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations. » ' & ms}i‘iﬁiﬁ d
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Public Comment:

| oppose any changes to the current FCC indecency standards. The FCC must continue to
vigorously oppose ALL indecent cont nt, even if brief or “fleeting.”

The Supreme Court has affirmed the”%@g Mﬁ#ﬂﬁéo enforce policies prohibiting
indecent broadcast content during hours when children are likely to be in the viewing or
listening audience. Relaxing the current wllq@ g?ﬁ?j\ot serve the public interest.

I urge the FCC to reject all proposals that would allow for the broadcast of expletives and
nudity on FCC-licensed stations.  FC( Maii ROOm
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